














































































































HUNTON&
WILLIAMS

Mr. Randy Sturgeon
May 10, 2006
Page 22

nature and potential danger of the excavated soil and were instructed about where on the
property the soil should be placed.

10.  Provide the names, titles, areas of responsibility, addresses and telephone numbers of
all persons that worked at the Site for longer than three years.

RESPONSE:

Stanley Peck and Aaron Peck worked at the property for a period of time until the early 1990s.
Their current addresses and phone numbers are:

Stanley J. Peck

Personnel records from the period of active site operations were not retained.

11. If you have any information about other persons/entities who may have information
‘which may assist the + _ 1cy in its inves _ uion of the Site or who may be responsible
Jor the gene " n of, transporta ~ i to,orre” e of contamination at the Site, please
provide such information. The information you provide in response to this request
should include the person’s entity’s name, address, type of business, and the
reason(s) why you believe the party may have contributed to the contamination at the
Site or may have information regarding the Site.

RESPONSE:

Peck has no additional information responsive to this question.
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Interview Summary ‘ February 17, 2009

Thomas L. Lundie . Page 2
Name: i )

Affiliation: Former Employee/Peck Iron and Metal Company

Teiephone: [

Type of Interview: In-Person
Date of Interview: February 10, 2009

' ipteryi his residence by._
The WITNESS was interviewed as
part of the Potentially Responsible Party search currently being conducted under Task 0001,

Site 24 the Peck Iron and Metal Site, Portsmouth, VA (the “Site.””) The WITNESS was
provided with a copy of the letter of introduction, advised of the nature of the questions to be
asked, and that the interview was voluntary. The WITNESS stated that he is not represented
by an attorney in this matter and did not want an attorney present. No other persons were
present and this interview was not tape recorded.

During the course of this interview, the WITNESS responded to questions based on guidelines
provided by the United States Environmental Protection Agency for former employees.

The WITNESS was asked to explain any association he had with Peck Iron and Metal (PIM)
Site located in Portsmouth, VA.

The WITNESS stated that he was emplc;yed by Peck Iron and Metal located in Portsmouth,
VA from 1970 to 1998. The WITNESS stated that PIM closed down in 1998.

When asked to describe his duties while employed by PIM, the WITNESS provided the
following.

The WITNESS stated that he was the head mechanic and provided repairs and maintenance to
all of the equipment operated by PIM.

When asked to describé the types of equipment operated by PIM, the WITNESS providedvthe
following. :

- Tractors: The WITNESS stated that PIM operated six tractors. The WITNESS stated
that these tractors were used to transport containers to client’s locations. The
WITNESS stated that PIM owned numerous containers which were 20 feet to 40 feet
long. The WITNESS did not know the cubic feet dimensions. The WITNESS '
explained that the containers were placed at locations where PIM received contracts to
take scrap metal. The WITNESS explained that when the containers were half full the
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PIM operated a sheerer, the WITNESS stated yes. The WITNESS explained that the
crushed cars were too large to be processed through the sheerer.

- .Alcoa: The WITNESS stated that Alcoa brought in aluminum to PIM on a regular
basis. The WITNESS stated that he has no further information relating to Alcoa.

- US. Navy: The WITNESS stated that the U.S. Navy was one of the biggest
customers of PIM and that PIM bid on numerous contracts with the Navy to purchase
scrap. The WITNESS has no further information relating to the U.S. Navy.

When asked the names of other employees at PIM, the WITNESS provided the following.

- David Knittle
- Christine Perry

When asked if he was aware of the Peck Equipment Company the WITNESS stated yes. The
WITNESS stated that the Peck Equipment Company was located on George Washington
Highway next to PIM. The WITNESS stated that the Peck Equipment Company stored
turbines and pumps in one of the Proctor and Gamble buildings. The WITNESS had no
further information relating to the Peck Equipment Company.

When asked to explain the duties of each of the Pecks who worked at PIM, The WITNESS -
provided the following.

- Julies Peck: The WITNESS stated that Julius Peck was the owner and in charge of all
of the Peck operations.

- David Peck: The WITNESS stated that David Peck was in charge of the Peck
operations located in Richmond, VA.

- Stanley Peck: The WITNESS stated that Stanley Peck was in charge of the Peck
Equipment Company.

- Aaron Peck: The WITNESS stated that Aaron Peck was the general foreman at PIM.:

When asked if Victor

The WITNESS was asked if he had any knowledge of the following companies waste or scrap
being sold to PIM or disposed at the PIM facility in Portsmouth, VA.

ABB National Industries, Hampton, VA: Cannot recall.
Alcoa (Reynolds): See comments above.

American Gem Corporation, Chesapeake, VA: Cannot recall.
Anheuser-Busch, Inc., Williamsburg, VA: Cannot recall.
Argent Marine, Solomons, MD: Cannot recall.
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Interviewer’s ~ ients and Suggested . vllow-up Int  iews

Intery* -~7er Comments: The WITNESS was cooperative and forthcoming, He is-
and was very mentally aware.

The WITNESS indicated that he was focused on keeping the equipment running and did not
pay much attention to the scrap metal operation.

The WITNESS stated that he would sign a copy of this interview summary.

When asked if he wanted his name kept confidential to the extent possible, the WITNESS
stated that he does not care.

Suggested follow;un Interviews:

- David Knittle
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Name:

AfMiliation: Former Employee/Peck Iron and Metal Company

Telephone:
Type of Interview: In-Person
Date of Interview: March 17, 2009

, 2009 the WITNESS was interviewed at his place of employment by
enior Investigator, of S The WITNESS was interviewed as

part of the Potentially Responsible Party search currently being conducted under Task 0001,
Site 24 the Peck Iron and Metal Site, Portsmouth, VA (the “Site.””) The WITNESS was
provided with a copy of the letter of introduction, advised of the nature of the questions to be
asked, and that the interview was voluntary. The WITNESS stated that he is not represented
by an attormey in this matter and did not want an attormey present. No other persons were
present and this interview was not tape-recorded.

During the course of this interview, the WITNESS responded to questions based on guidelines
provided by the United States Environmental Protection Agency for former ___loyces.

The WITNESS was asked to explain any association he had with Peck Iron and Metal (M)
Site located in Portsmouth, VA.

The WITNESS stated that he was employed by PIM from 1975 to January 1998. The
WITNESS stated that Julius Peck had owned the PIM facility in Portsmouth since 1945. The
WITNESS stated that in 1975 Julius Peck sold the PIM scrap yard to the following British
scrap Company. '

- Bird International.

The W1 ESSst:  that Bird Internatior . (Bird) operated the PIM scrap yard il 1979,
T WIT 3Ssta °° "nl19 ~ “soldthePIM ) yard back to Julius Peck.

When asked if he worked for Bird during the time period Bird operated the PIM scrap yard,
the WITNESS stated no. The WITNESS further explained that from 1975 to 1979 the
WITNESS worked for the Peck Equipment Company. The WITNESS stated that the Peck
Equipment Company was located adjacent to the PIM scrap yard at the address of 3850 Elm
Street. The WITINESS stated that the Peck Equipment Company occupied three large
warehouses previously owned by Proctor and Gamble Company.
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When asked ifthe Peck Equipment Company rented the warehouses from Proctor and
Gamble the WITNESS stated that Julius Peck may have rented the warchouses initially;
however, the WITNESS stated that Julius Peck eventually purchased this property.

The WITNESS cxplained that Peck Equipment purchased surplus ship equipment suchas
turbines, engines and ship parts. The WITNESS stated that the U. S. Navy published monthly
catalogs listing cquipment needed. The WITNESS stated that Peck Equipment would sell the

surplus cquipment to the Navy.

The WITNESS cxplained that when Peck sold the PIM scrap yard to Bird, Peck was
precluded by the contract with Bird from getting into the scrap business within a fifty mile
radius of PIM. The WITNESS stated that Julius Peck started the Richmond scrap yard as a

result.

The WITNESS explained that he was the controlle‘r/bookkeeper for PIM during the entire
time he was employed by PIM. The WITNESS stated that he paid accounts billable and
prepared bills for payment. The WITNESS stated that he was assisted by

The WITNESS was asked the names of the Companies who sold PIM scrap metal and
disposed of the scrap at PIM the WITNESS provided the following.

- U.S. Government: The WITNESS stated that PIM’s biggest customer was the
Government, and more specifically the Navy. The WITNESS stated that PIM
. purchased scrap through auctions held at the St. Julian’s Annex. The WITNESS
stated that Scrap from military basis throughout the east coast was shipped to the St.
Julian’s Annex. The WITNESS stated that PIM also bid on bulk scrap through the
Department of Defense Material Command. The WITNESS stated that the scrap
consisted of iron, non-ferrous metals and steel.

- Oceana Naval Air Station: The WITNESS stated that PIM made “spot” purchases
from Oceana. The scrap included pipes and steel.

- Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company (“NNSC”): The WITNESS
stated that NNSC was a large account and that PIM purchased heavy steel, plates from
ships steel beams.

- AT&T Company: The WITNESS stated PIM purchased wire and cooper from
AT&T.

- Verizon: The WITNESS stated that PIM purchased wire and cooper from Verizon.

- Norfolk-Portsmouth Beltline: The WITNESS stated that PIM purchased rail, spikes, -
bolts and switches from this Company.

- Proctorand Gamble: The WITNESS explained that prior to 1975 the P&G factory
located adjacent to PIM was a soap factory. The WITNESS stated that in
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‘When asked the name of the in at corg i e WITNESS
stated that PIM contracted with| o handle all
insurance matters.

The WITNESS was asked to éxplain the association of the following companies to the Peck
family. The WITNESS provided the following.

- Peck Ironand Métal Company: The WITNESS stated that Peck Iron and Metal was
used as a holding company as well as the name of the PIM location in Portsmouth.

- Peck-Portsmouth Recycling: The WITNESS stated that he was unfamiliar with this
name.

- ELM Leasing Company: The WITNESS stated that ELM leasing company was the
Peck Company that leased the warehouse next to 3500 Elm Street. The WITNESS
stated that Peck :ased this warehouse to numerous businesses for storage of
cquipment.

- JSP Land Company, Inc.: The WITNESS stated that JSP was organized so that Julius
Peck could rent a portion of the property under JSP Land Company to PIM and
receive the rent for his property.

When asked the names of other PIM employees, the WITNESS provided the following.

cale operator
Yard supervisor.
Assistant bookkeeper.

The WITNESS stated that PIM cmp'loyed more than fifty laborers and truck drivers. The
WITNESS indicated that these employees were usually from the local area.

The WITNESS stated that the area known as Carddock was a local neiiborhood and.

The WITNESS was asked if he had any knowledge of the following companies waste or scrap
" ng Id PMordispr latthe PIM = lityin Portsm¢ ~ VA. ™ WIT) ™~ stat ~
that he cannot recall the types of scrap that was purchased by PIM. The WITNESS provided

the following information.

ABB National Industries, Hampton, YA: Could not recall.

Alcoa (Reynolds): Could not recall

American Gem Corporation, Chesapeake, VA: Could not recall.
‘Anheuser-Busch, Inc., Williamsburg, VA: See comments above.
Argent Marine, Solomons, MD: Could not recall.

Associated Naval Architects, Inc., Portsmouth, VA: Could not recall.
CSX Transportation Co., Charlotte, NC: See comments above.
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Keller Industries: Could not recall

L.A. Gentry: Could not recall

Moon Engineering: Could not recall

Nassau Metals: Could not recall

NAITO America: Could not recall

Proctor and Gamble Company: See comments above

St. Laurent Paperboard Co. (Smurfit-Stone Container): Could not recall
Tyson Foods: Could not recall

Virginia Electric and Power Company (VEPCQO™): See comments above.
Weidmuller (Mann Industries): Could not recall ‘
Wdodington Electric, Virginia Beach/Norfolk, VA: See comments above.

The WITNESS stated that he cannot recall the types of scrap associated with each of the
above PIM customers.

When asked where the records were kept, the WITNESS stated that the reconciliation sheets
were kept in a separate file from the weigh tickets. The WITNESS stated that while he was
employed at PIM, his files were filed in a filing cabinet in his office.

- When asked the names of other employees at PIM, the WITNESS provided the following.

“I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.”

Executed on | Signed <
(Date) (Name)
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